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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 
This report describes the nature and provides the results of an Intensive-Level Survey of Historic 
Resources completed for planning purposes of properties in the Cranbury Historic District in 
Cranbury Township, Middlesex County, New Jersey. This survey was accomplished between 
June and September 2018, by Paulus, Sokolowski and Sartor, LLC (PS&S). The PS&S project 
team surveyed 110 properties identified by the Township of Cranbury as the second phase of a 
two-year survey of Historic District properties, the first phase of which was completed in 2017.  
 

1.1 Scope of Work 
 
This study consisted of Intensive-Level Survey of 110 properties identified in a Request 
for Proposals (Appendix 1; see Figure 1-2). The properties surveyed were identified by 
the Historic Preservation Commission of the Township of Cranbury (HPC), and are 
concentrated in the southern, northeastern, and northwestern areas of the Historic District. 
The survey used standard procedures and guidelines recommended by the NJDEP-HPO 
(Splain 1999) to accomplish the goals of the Intensive-Level Survey investigation. The 
methods employed consisted of documentary research and architectural field survey, 
which included high-resolution digital photography of each property’s features and 
components. Additionally, the project included entry of data into the NJDEP-HPO’s 
historic resource Access database for the Township of Cranbury and the generation of 
Intensive-Level Survey forms from the database, using representative photographs that 
showed the least obstructed, most illustrative view of the property. These photographs, as 
well as additional photographs representing other buildings and structures on the 
property, were renamed according to the database protocol and supplied as electronic 
files to the HPC and NJDEP-HPO along with electronic (.pdf) versions of the survey 
forms, as well as paper copies of the survey forms and this report.  
 
The scope of the survey did not include survey of building interiors. 
 
The survey produced the following findings with respect to the 110 properties surveyed: 
 

 Five (5) properties were assessed as key-contributing in the Cranbury Historic 
District as worthy of individual designation in the National Register of Historic 
Places. Of these, two (2) had previously been evaluated as key-contributing. 
Three (3) properties had previously been identified as contributing.  
 

 Seventy-five (75) properties were assessed as contributing to the Cranbury 
Historic District. Of these, two (2) had previously been assessed as key-
contributing, but PS&S found insufficient basis for individual National Register 
eligibility and thus key-contributing status. 
 

 Twenty-nine (29) properties were assessed as non-contributing to the Cranbury 
Historic District. Of these, research indicated that eleven (11) had been 
constructed after the period of significance. The remaining eighteen (18) had lost 
integrity. 
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 With respect to properties that have lost integrity and therefore can no longer be 

considered contributing, PS&S found that the extensive replacement of historic 
exterior materials and features, and additions to historic buildings that are highly 
visible from the public right-of-way and distort buildings’ historic massing, 
represent a pattern that has led to the loss of contributing status for multiple 
properties and threatens the contributing status of others.  
 

 PS&S’ project team concurs with the recommendation of the 2017 RGA report 
that the period of significance should continue to ca. 1940 in order to include 
early-20th-century resources.  
 

1.2 Dates of the Survey 
 

Field survey was conducted in July, 2018. The preparation of survey forms and data entry 
was performed in July and August, 2018. The report was prepared in September, 2018. 

 
1.3 Study Conditions and Constraints 

 
Field survey was conducted exclusively from the public right-of-way and from public 
property. Thus, rear elevations and features on the interior of lots not visible from these 
points were not included in the survey.  
 
As noted above, the survey of building interiors was not within the scope of this project. 
 
Vegetative growth, consisting primarily of mature trees and bushes, frequently restricted 
the visibility of the survey properties. The ability to obtain an unobstructed photograph 
was severely constrained on multiple properties. In these instances, PS&S’ team obtained 
the least obstructed views possible under the circumstances to include with the survey 
forms. 

 
1.4 Personnel and Authorship 
 
This survey project was conducted under the management of Matthew S. Tomaso, M.A., 
RPA. Field survey was conducted by Emily T. Cooperman, Ph.D., and Kyle Toth. 
Research for the project was conducted by Dr. Cooperman and Mr. Toth, who also 
prepared the content of the survey forms. Dr. Cooperman wrote the report, which was 
illustrated and edited by Kristian Eshelman. Mr. Tomaso provided quality control and 
supervision. 
 
The report may be cited as follows: 
 
Cooperman, Emily T., Matthew S. Tomaso, Kyle Toth, and Kristian Eshelman. 
2018  Intensive-Level Survey of Historic Resources, Township of Cranbury, Phase 

Two, Cranbury Township, Middlesex County, New Jersey. Prepared by PS&S 
for the Township of Cranbury, New Jersey. 
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2.0 RESEARCH DESIGN 

 
2.1 Research Objectives 
 
The project was guided by two distinct research objectives. The first of these was to 
obtain site-specific information to date the individual properties surveyed for the project 
and document changes to them over time as accurately as possible, and the second to 
provide background information to create a historical overview of the study areas defined 
by the properties selected for survey by the HPC. 

 
2.2 Research Methods and Materials 

 
Researchers systematically gathered, reviewed, and analyzed background and site-
specific documents consisting of primary, secondary, and digital sources available in 
publicly accessible repositories and online sources. 
 
2.3 Field Methods 
 
Historical architectural field survey consisted of inventory and examination of the 
properties identified for survey in the RFP by vehicle and on foot. Field survey activities 
were limited to the public right-of-way, and therefore excluded those portions of the 
properties that were not visible from adjacent streets and sidewalks.  
 
Field notes were taken regarding materials of construction and all other key details. High-
resolution digital photographs documenting all primary buildings, secondary buildings 
and structures, and site features were taken for each property. The ability to obtain 
unobstructed views of the properties’ features was frequently constrained by trees and 
shrubs adjacent to or near the properties’ buildings. The PS&S project personnel 
therefore obtained the least obstructed photographs possible and used them to create the 
survey forms. 

 
2.4 Evaluation Methods 
 
After an initial review of literature yielded by background research, and using historic 
maps, historic aerial photographs, and site-specific sources as appropriate, properties 
surveyed for the project were assessed for key-contributing, contributing, and non-
contributing status based on the areas of significance previously established for the 
Cranbury Historic District by the original National Register Nomination.  
 
The original nomination did not include either explicit identifications of contributing or 
non-contributing status of the properties in the district, nor did it identify the specific 
National Register Criteria that were relevant to the Historic District. The 1989 Heritage 
Studies inventory did include recommendations for contributing/non-contributing status. 
The PS&S team used this document to inform our recommendations for the status of the 
properties included in this survey document.  
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The PS&S team concurs with the RGA-recommended end date of the period of 
significance of 1940 (RGA 2017: 8-1), and used this in evaluation, as well as the 
National Register eligibility criteria and criteria considerations (36 CFR §60.4) and the 
National Park Services guidance on the assessment of integrity.  
 
It was assumed that a local level of significance for individual properties was sufficient 
for the purposes of a property being assessed as contributing to the Cranbury Historic 
District. 
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3.0 PHYSICAL AND HISTORICAL CONTEXTS 

 
3.1 Setting 
 
The Cranbury Historic District is located in the relatively flat topography of the inner 
coastal plain of this region of Middlesex County. The district lies roughly in the 
geographic center of the Township, which is located at the southwestern edge of the 
county itself.  
 
The district encompasses much of the core of the village of Cranbury, which is relatively 
isolated from the major 20th=century highways that are located to its west: Route 130 and 
Interstate 95. The district is roughly bisected into northern and southern sections by 
Brainerd Lake, an impoundment of Cranbury Brook, which continues to the west. The 
district is immediately flanked on its southeast and northwest by mid- to late-20th-century 
residential neighborhoods consisting of detached residences on moderately scaled lots. 
The area to the west of the district still retains a substantial amount of cultivated 
farmland, which formerly characterized the cultural landscape context of the district from 
the 18th to the 20th century before the period of World War II. The area to the east on the 
far side of Route 130 from the district is characterized by large-scale, generally 
rectangular-plan corporate, industrial, and commercial buildings. Because of intervening 
tree growth and distance, however, these buildings are not visible from the district itself.  
 
The Cranbury Historic District itself consists of a collection of relatively small, relatively 
closely spaced, free-standing buildings oriented to historic roads that represent a mix of 
residential, commercial, and institutional uses. Main Street corresponds to the geographic 
spine of the district. It was also the historic connection of the district and the village to 
points beyond that led to the settlement of Cranbury in the 18th century. This road (Figure 
3-1) and, as importantly, its crossing of Cranbury Brook and the suitability of the 
surrounding area for agriculture, formed the original impetus for settlement and 
development of Cranbury.  
 
The origins of Cranbury date to the turn of the 18th century and relate to Cranbury’s 
location on the trail and later road between early settlements on the east side of Delaware 
River such as Gloucester City and Burlington and points further north such as Amboy, as 
well as the meeting point of roads from New Brunswick, Princeton, and Trenton. Thus, 
Cranbury was strategically positioned as a propitious location for a way station. Service 
to and accommodation for travelers would remain one of the key aspects of the village’s 
history well into the 20th century. In this vein, and as early as 1686, Woodbridge resident 
George Rescarrick sought to establish an inn at Cranbury, and did in fact do so after 1701 
(Chambers 2012: Chapter 1).   
 
The development of a residential village followed the establishment of Rescarrick’s 
business. The early settlers who established farmsteads near Cranbury Brook included 
French Huguenots coming most immediately from Long Island and whose descendants’ 
names such as Bodine, Dey, and Perrine continued to appear on maps well into the 19th 
century, as well as ethnic Dutch Calvinists. English and Scotch settlers as well as 
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migrants from areas of New England made up some of the other early residents 
(Chambers 2012: Chapter 1). Notably, members of these various ethnic groups joined to 
establish the first house of worship, the Cranbury (First) Presbyterian Church, 
constructing a building for it on South Main Street in 1740. Ten years later, the 
congregation established a large “parsonage plantation” for a residence and farm 
southwest of the church. As in much of New Jersey, enslaved African workers made up a 
substantial ten percent of the population of the county at mid-century, although the 
specific number in Cranbury is not known (Chambers 2012: Chapter 1). 
 
In addition to its location along an early road and in an area propitious for farming, the 
final important factor in the genesis of Cranbury was the exploitation of the water power 
of the Cranbury Brook by a gristmill first established in the 1730s on the south side of the 
brook west of what is now Main Street.  
 
Growth of the village is reported to have been slow in the 18th century and early 19th 
century, achieving approximately 8 buildings close to the mill on what is now South 
Main Street, with 10 more scattered to the north and south along the road in 1789 (Figure 
3-1). By 1810, there were 15 houses concentrated in the village. Those that survive with 
relatively few later alterations exhibit the relatively small scale and simple volumetric 
organization and vernacular detail of the relatively modest economic circumstances of the 
village (Plates 3-1, 3-2). The first purpose-built store was constructed, adjacent to the 
mill, by 1800, although artisans such as a blacksmith and wheelwrights served travelers 
from at least the mid-18th century (Wall and Pickersgill 1921 Vol. II: 44; Chambers 2012: 
Chapter 1). 
 
The relative slowness of the transportation routes that had sparked Cranbury’s 18th-
century origins also restricted the market for Cranbury’s farms’ produce early on and thus 
the growth of the village economy and development. Changes in transportation systems 
in the form of improved roads, canals, and the advent of the railroad in the first half of the 
19th century fueled Cranbury’s expansion as farmers’ ability to access more distant 
markets grew. In 1834, the town included not only the Presbyterian church and the mill, 
but also an academy (located south of the church) and 2 tanneries and 3 taverns, as well 
as between 60 and 80 houses. The town’s first hotel was opened in 1805 (Wall and 
Pickersgill 1921 Vol. II: 449). By 1845, the number of Presbyterian congregations and 
schools had doubled. Stage lines and turnpikes served the village, and the construction of 
the Delaware and Raritan (D&R) Canal and the Camden and Amboy (C&A) Railroad in 
the 1830s fueled this growth (Chambers 2012: Chapter 2).  
 
The extent of mid-19th-century development is documented by Otley and Keily’s 1850 
map of the county (Figure 3-2), which includes a relatively detailed picture of the 
development of Cranbury by this date. This map indicates that Cranbury Brook had been 
impounded to form Brainerd Lake by this date. The construction of this dam is reported 
to have taken place early in the century (Chambers 2012: Chapter 1). The map also shows 
the creation of Station Road, which connected the village to the C&A railroad depot to 
the east, as well as considerable development north of Cranbury Brook along North Main 
Street, and the laying out of what was to be named Scott Avenue and Maplewood 
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(originally Monroe) Avenue, which had existed in part as the 18th-century road to 
Amboy. Maplewood was already further connected to North Main Street by Liberty (later 
Park Place East), and Westminster Place to its north. The number of churches had 
expended to three: the Second Presbyterian Church congregation had been established in 
the northern part of the village,  fronting on Westminster Place, as well as a Methodist 
church on North Main Street. 
 
The remainder of the 19th century and the early 20th century saw the continuation of 
patterns of development that had been established by 1850: the streets already opened 
saw continuing construction that was primarily residential beyond Main Street, which 
remained a mixture of residential and commercial buildings. Generally speaking, and 
with a few notable exceptions, the scale of construction remained relatively small, 
although from the mid-19th century, larger residences appeared with the rise of 
Cranbury’s economy. Often, these new houses, as well as other, smaller and earlier 
buildings that were altered in the period, included a greater amount of architectural 
ornament and attention to architectural styles and information disseminated on them with 
growing sources of information from sources such as pattern books. Examples that show 
this include houses on South Main Street and Station Road (Plates 3-3 – 3-5).  
 
In the next generation in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the influence of 
architectural fashion continued to make itself felt, and the relatively simple volumes of 
the buildings of earlier periods were joined by examples with more complex organization 
and ornamentation. In the period before the Great Depression, frame construction 
continued to dominate, with some notable exceptions in, for example, stuccoed 
Craftsman style dwellings on South Main Street (Plates 3-6 – 3-7).  
 
Another notable pattern in the district in the early 20th century is the popularity of the 
Colonial Revival in the 1930s. The most notable example of this is the dwelling on the 
former Stites property at 53 South Main Street that was associated with 18th-century 
events. The current main house on the lot, however (Plate 3-8) dates to the mid-19th 
century, but was substantially and handsomely altered to its present Colonial Revival 
appearance in the 1930s. The refined leaded glass fanlight and sidelights in the main 
entrance are echoed by similar alterations in a number of properties, including the house 
at 1 South Main Street (Plate 3-9). Even the First Presbyterian Church building, 
constructed in 1839, was altered to take on a Colonial Revival appearance through 
changes to its tower and the addition of multi-light sash (Plate 3-10). Other residences 
received pedimented door hoods and similar details. Another pattern of the 1930s 
common throughout the state was the construction of smaller bungalows during the Great 
Depression and its aftermath 
 
Overall, with few exceptions, the architecture of the Historic District reflects the 
relatively modest scale of wealth within Cranbury and its agricultural surroundings 
compared to more affluent, industrial areas of the state, as well as the trajectory of its 
development from the second quarter of the 18th century to the period of World War II. 
Before the mid-19th century, the predominant forms of buildings was vernacular in 
nature, and many buildings that post-date 1850 can be classified this way as well. 
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Although surviving details provide clues about the age of construction of many buildings, 
it would be misleading to ascribe a true “style” to many of them, since their owners and 
builders did not aspire to design statements or fashions, and instead relied on 
contemporary building conventions. With the rise in availability of architectural 
publications during the 19th century, buildings increasingly took on details from pattern 
books that could appropriately be given style names. The trends that began in the 19th 
century tended to lead to increasingly instances of more complex volumetric 
organization, but most of Cranbury’s buildings remained relatively simple in plan.  
 
In general, the buildings in Cranbury’s Historic District remain in good to excellent 
condition. The survival of historic material varies substantially from one building to the 
next, but integrity within the district survives to a predominant extent. 
 
3.2 Historical Overview of Survey Area 
 
The properties selected for survey for this phase of the project were concentrated in three 
areas. The first of these is in the southern portion of the Historic District, along South 
Main Street, Station Road, and Symmes Court, on the south side of Brainerd Lake. The 
second area was along Scott Avenue and Maplewood Avenue in the northeastern portion 
of the district. The final group was located in the northeastern portion of the district along 
Prospect Street. 
 
The portion of the survey area corresponding to South Main Street, Station Road, and 
Symmes Court represents all of the periods of development in the district. More 
specifically, as noted above, the area south of Brainerd Lake along South Main Street 
corresponds to the first village cluster that grew in the 18th century. Today, there are no 
buildings that are known definitively to have been constructed in this part of the district 
that maintain their 18th-century appearance without alterations, although many reflect the 
state that was achieved in the early 19th century (see Plates 1 and 2). This portion of the 
district also includes the important institutional presence of the First Presbyterian Church, 
which also dates to the 18th century, although the present building was constructed in 
1839 and has had several significant campaigns of alteration subsequently. The most 
tangible reminder of this early date is the cemetery that backs the main church building. 
The buildings of South Main Street also reflect the expansion of Cranbury beginning in 
the second quarter of the 19th century in dwellings and former stores and mixed-use 
buildings that date to this period on. Of note are a group of houses on the west side of 
South Main Street below the church building and on Symmes Court that correspond to 
the subdivision, beginning in the 1890s, of a portion of the former parsonage farm of the 
church. Notable as well is the parsonage itself at 10 Symmes Court, dating to 1798 with 
later alterations. The buildings on Station Road reflect the development of this portion of 
Cranbury after the opening of the C&A depot east of the village in the 1830s. The district 
and properties surveyed end on the east on Station Road with a substantial Italianate 
residence at 40 Station Road that represents the relatively greater scale of wealth of 
Cranbury in the mid-19th century as the development of this important road connecting to 
the C&A rail line. Along with dwellings constructed on the west side of South Main 
Street after the subdivision of part of the First Presbyterian Church’s holdings, Symmes 
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Court on the southwest area of the district represents the final period of development of 
the district in the construction of a group of foursquare houses and the bungalow at 14 
Symmes Court.  
 
The other large concentration of properties surveyed in the present project are located in 
the northeast portion of the district, of which Maplewood Avenue is the main artery. 
Although portions of this road existed from the earliest date of the settlement of 
Cranbury, and the much-altered residence at 46 Maplewood Avenue may include 18th-
century fabric, the majority of the development along and near it began in the second 
quarter of the 19th century after the arrival of enhanced transportation systems spurred 
growth in the district. Much of the initial development of Maplewood Avenue and 
adjacent streets took place between 1850 and 1876. Subsequent infill development took 
place in this area of the district after 1876, but the amount of construction was relatively 
less than in the third quarter of the 19th century. The 1930s bungalow at 40 Maplewood 
Avenue represents the end period of the historic development of this survey area. As 
along South Main Street and Station Road, the residences in this portion of the district 
represent a mixture of scales, with several dwellings that represent the greater attention to 
fashion and style, including the handsome Greek Revival house at 10 East Park Place. 
The only major institutional presence in this section of the survey areas is the 
Westminster Cemetery, which was formerly associated with the Second Presbyterian 
Church (no longer extant) that fronted on Westminster Place, and is now part of the First 
Presbyterian Church’s holdings. 
 
The final survey area, in the northwest portion of the district, including three properties 
on the east side of Prospect Street and the property at 101 Plainsboro Road nearby. The 
dwelling at 12 Prospect Street, and the one at 101 Plainsboro Road, now substantially 
altered through several construction campaigns, may represent the earliest period of 
settlement of this area of Cranbury in the second quarter of the nineteenth century. The 
other two properties on Prospect Street testify to continuing infill in this part of the 
village into the period after 1940.  
 







 
Plate 3-1: 43 S. Main Street, looking east. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9252.JPG 
 
 



 
Plate 3-2: 45 S. Main Street, looking east. 
 
Photographer: Kyle Toth 
 



 
Plate 3-3: 39 S. Main Street, looking east. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9312.JPG 
 



 
Plate 3-4: 40 Station Road, looking south. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9316.JPG 
 
 
  



 

 
Plate 3-5: 6 Station Road, looking south. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9204.JPG 
 



 
Plate 3-6: 40 S. Main, looking southwest. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9242.JPG 
 
 



 
Plate 3-7: 52 S. Main, looking northwest. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
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Plate 3-8: 53 S. Main, looking southeast. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9280.JPG 
 
 



 
Plate 3-9: 1 S. Main, looking east. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
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Plate 3-10: First Presbyterian Church, 22 S. Main, looking north. 
 
Photographer: Emily Cooperman 
Image No.: DSC_9235.JPG 
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4.0 RESULTS 

 
4.1 Specific Findings 
 
Property Substitution 
 
12 Maplewood Avenue was included in the Request for Proposals (see Appendix 1). This 
property was found not to include a building. In addition, 10 Maplewood Avenue, not 
included in the RFP, was included in the database supplied by NJDEP-HPO and not 12 
Maplewood Avenue. Therefore, 10 Maplewood Avenue was included in this project but 
not 12 Maplewood Avenue. 
 
Recommendations for Key-Contributing Status in the District 
 
Five (5) properties were assessed as and recommended for key-contributing in the 
Cranbury Historic District as worthy of individual designation in the National Register of 
Historic Places. These properties are the following: 
 

 39 South Main Street 
This property was evaluated as “C+” in the 1989 Heritage Studies report: above 
simply contributing to the district. The authors are of the opinion that the quality 
of its design merits key contributing status. 

 40 Station Road 
This property was evaluated as “C+” in the 1989 Heritage Studies report: above 
simply contributing to the district. The authors are of the opinion that the quality 
of its design merits key contributing status. 

 First Presbyterian Church of Cranbury – 22 South Main Street 
The church building was evaluated as key-contributing to the district in 1989. The 
authors also recommend this status, but for the property as a whole because of its 
key role as a historic institution closely associated with, and important in the 
development and life of Cranbury over time. While it remains a handsome and 
important building that should not be substantially altered, we are of the opinion 
that multiple changes to the church, including very late Colonial Revival 
alterations, depart sufficiently from its 1839 design so that it does not merit key 
contributing status for its high artistic values on its own. Instead, the authors 
recommend that the social significance to the history of Cranbury of multiple 
elements of the property, including the historic cemetery, be considered as the 
basis of the key contributing status of the property.  

 26 Maplewood Avenue 
This property was evaluated as “C+” in the 1989 Heritage Studies report: above 
simply contributing to the district. The authors are of the opinion that the quality 
of its design merits key contributing status. 

 Cranbury Inn – 21 South Main Street 
Although this property has been altered numerous times, its association with the 
long and important history of hostelry in Cranbury led to authors to recommend 
the retention of key-contributing status. 
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Recommendations for Contributing Status in the District 
 
A total of seventy-five (75) properties were assessed as contributing to the Cranbury 
Historic District.  
 
Of these, two (2) had previously been assessed as key-contributing: 

 2 Evans Drive 
 
This property, which was part of the lot of 1 S. Main Street at the time of its 
construction, was recommended for key-contributing status in 1989 primarily for 
its “excellent siting.” The authors found that the building, while an appealing 
example of Colonial Revival style, the design does not rise to the level of 
individual eligibility for the National Register on this basis; “siting” is not a basis 
for eligibility in National Register regulations or associated National Park Service 
guidance. This survey did not find any evidence for outstanding social 
significance or the association of this property with an important individual. If 
this evidence exists and could form the basis of National Register eligibility, then 
key-contributing status may be merited.  
 

 53 South Main Street – Stites Property 
 
This property was recommended for key-contributing status in 1989 as the site of 
the 18th-century residence of Hezekiah Stites. The bases of this assessment were 
the “historical association of the site, the excellent state of preservation, and the 
excellent details.” The present building, however, dates to the mid-19th century 
with extensive 1930s Colonial Revival alterations. As such, it does not rise to the 
level of individual National Register eligibility; neither are “preservation” or 
“details” appropriate bases for eligibility under the National Register regulations. 
 
The following properties had previously been evaluated as non-contributing: 
 

 24 Maplewood Avenue 
 
It is PS&S’ opinion that this building meets the parameters for contribution to the 
district based on the content of the National Register Nomination. 
 

 54 Maplewood Avenue 
 
It is PS&S’ opinion that this building meets the parameters for contribution to the 
district based on the content of the National Register Nomination. 
 

 12 Symmes Court 
 
It is PS&S’ opinion that this building meets the parameters for contribution to the 
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district based on the content of the National Register Nomination. 
 

 
Recommendations for Non-Contributing Status in the District 

 
 A total of twenty-nine (29) properties were assessed as non-contributing to the 

Cranbury Historic District.  
 

 Of these, research indicated that eleven (11) had been constructed after the end of 
the period of significance in 1940. 
 
These properties are:  
 
2 Maplewood Avenue 
14 Maplewood Avenue 
23 Maplewood Avenue 
64 Maplewood Avenue 
4 Prospect Street 
8 Prospect Street 
14 Station Road 
20 Station Road 
24 Station Road 
1 Wesley Place 
3 Wesley Place 
 

 The remaining eighteen (18) were found to have lost integrity. These properties 
are: 
 
27 South Main Street 
10 Maplewood Avenue 
16 Maplewood Avenue 
19 Maplewood Avenue 
34 Maplewood Avenue 
36-38 Maplewood Avenue 
52 Maplewood Avenue 
48 Maplewood Avenue 
46 Maplewood Avenue 
103 Plainsboro-Cranbury Road 
12 Prospect Street 
12B & C Station Road 
11 Station Road 
16 Station Road 
26 Station Road 
28 Station Road 
4 Symmes Court 
4 Wesley Place 
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 With respect to properties that have lost integrity and therefore can no longer be 

considered contributing, PS&S found that the extensive replacement of historic 
exterior materials and features, and additions to historic buildings that are highly 
visible from the public right-of-way and distort buildings’ historic massing, 
represent a pattern that has led to the loss of contributing status for multiple 
properties and threatens the contributing status of others.  
 

 PS&S recommends avoiding approvals for alterations that remove historic 
exterior materials unless they have deteriorated beyond repair or they are 
sacrificial materials, such as roof shingles, that are routinely replaced over time. 
PS&S particularly recommends the avoidance of the replacement of historic 
window sash, porch elements, and historic clapboard siding unless these elements 
are unequivocally in a state of material failure. PS&S further recommends 
avoiding approvals for projects that distort buildings’ historic massing or create 
additions that are visible from the public right-of-way.  
 

Boundary Recommendation 
 
PS&S recommends that the boundary of the Historic District be adjusted to exclude 64 
Maplewood Avenue, which does not contribute to the district.  
 

 
4.2 Data Summary 

 
The following table summarizes the Contributing/Non-Contributing status for each of the 
110 individual property surveys prepared and entered into the NJ-HPO database. 
 
Table 1: Recommended Status for Survey Properties 
 

Block Lot Property Name Address Database ID Evaluation Previous 
Status 

18 1 57 South Main Street 57 S Main St -27392543 Contributing Same 

18 2 55 South Main Street 55 S Main St 1285086891 Contributing Same 

18 3 53 South Main Street 53 S Main St 1653210543 Contributing Key-
contributing 

18 4 George Nafee House 49 S Main St 954133711 Contributing Same 
18 5 Henry Perrine House 47 S Main St -1245315290 Contributing Same 
18 6 45 South Main Street 45 S Main St -469664345 Contributing Same 
18 7 Mary Groom House 43 S Main St 1271961581 Contributing Same 
18 8 41 South Main Street 41 S Main St -442386703 Contributing Same 
18 9 39 South Main Street 39 S Main St 2141892840 Key-contributing Contributing 
18 10 4 Station Road 4 Station Rd 1002059713 Contributing Same 
18 11 6 Station Road 6 Station Rd -1189924114 Contributing Same 
18 12 8-10 Station Road 8-10 Station Rd 1570883543 Contributing Same 
18 13 12B & C Station Road 12 Station Rd -635474467 Non-contributing Contributing 
18 14 14 Station Road 14 Station Rd -376467276 Non-contributing Same 
18 15 16 Station Road 16 Station Rd 577617437 Non-contributing Contributing 
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Block Lot Property Name Address Database ID Evaluation Previous 
Status 

18 16 18 Station Road 18 Station Rd -167842326 Contributing Same 
18 17 20 Station Road 20 Station Rd 368082527 Non-contributing Unknown 
18 18 24 Station Road 24 Station Rd -52779629 Non-contributing Unknown 
18 19 26 Station Road 26 Station Rd 1551105995 Non-contributing Contributing 
18 38 40 Station Road 40 Station Rd -1232087538 Key-contributing Contributing 
18 39 28 Station Road 28 Station Rd 1109954109 Non-contributing Contributing 
21 18 Old Potoato Farmhouse 1-3 Cranbury Neck Rd -542555950 Contributing Same 
23 73 Gristmiller's House 6 S Main St -1287772251 Contributing Same 
23 74 10 South Main Street 10 S Main St -909429246 Contributing Same 
23 75 Wm. Schanck House 12 S Main St 29248091 Contributing Same 
23 76 Tyler Conover House 14 S Main St -859046257 Contributing Same 
23 77 16 South Main Street 16 S Main St 1726261600 Contributing Same 
23 78 Joseph Carson House 18 S Main St 51326606 Contributing Same 
23 79 First Presbyterian Church 

of Cranbury 
22 S Main St -1963015433 Key-contributing Same 

23 80 38 South Main Street 38 S Main St 1733865982 Contributing Same 
23 81 40 South Main Street 40 S Main St 1528727724 Contributing Same 
23 82 42 South Main Street 42 S Main St 1655490064 Contributing Same 
23 83 James Clark House 44 S Main St -1341125085 Contributing Same 
23 85 46 South Main Street 46 S Main St -1348647935 Contributing Same 
23 86 2 Symmes Court 2 Symmes Ct 1632144952 Contributing Same 
23 87 4 Symmes Court 4 Symmes Ct -1081651239 Non-contributing Contributing 
23 88 6 Symmes Court 6 Symmes Ct 2034626088 Contributing Same 
23 89 8 Symmes Court 8 Symmes Ct -415052535 Contributing Same 
23 90 10 Symmes Court 10 Symmes Ct -2144067434 Contributing Same 
23 91 12 Symmes Court 12 Symmes Ct -1330537884 Contributing Unknown 
23 92 14 Symmes Court 14 Symmes Ct 1156447125 Contributing Same 
28 13 4 Prospect Street 4 Prospect St -515457011 Non-contributing Same 
28 14 12 Prospect Street 12 Prospect St 1281092485 Non-contributing Contributing 
28 18.01 103 Plainsboro-Cranbury 

Road 
101 Plainsboro Rd 2015669783 Non-contributing Contributing 

28 19 8 Prospect Street 8 Prospect St -873438352 Non-contributing Same 
29 11 Westminster Cemetery of 

Cranbury 
Maplewood Ave 2092052332 Contributing Unknown 

30 4.01 3 Wesley Place 3 Wesley Pl 1426117632 Non-contributing Unknown 
30 6 1 Wesley Place 1 Wesley Pl -2006048923 Non-contributing Unknown 
31 7 4 Wesley Place 4 Wesley Pl -1097119961 Non-contributing Unknown 
32 15 5 Maplewood Avenue 5 Maplewood Ave -1620386989 Contributing Same 
32 16 7 Maplewood Avenue 7 Maplewood Ave 1899385827 Contributing Same 
32 17 11 Maplewood Avenue 11 Maplewood Ave -1619169355 Contributing Unknown 
32 18 19 Maplewood Avenue 19 Maplewood Ave 1849676786 Non-contributing Contributing 
32 19 21 Maplewood Avenue 21 Maplewood Ave 2082712971 Contributing Same 
32 20 23 Maplewood Avenue 23 Maplewood Ave 1588523513 Non-contributing Unknown 
32 21 George Barclay House 10 Park Pl E 604320059 Contributing Same 

32 23 6 Park Place 6 Park Pl E 862338758 Contributing Same 

32 26 Old American Hotel 1-5 Scott Ave 2054872538 Contributing Same 

33 3 64 Maplewood Avenue 64 Maplewood Ave 1027994556 Non-contributing Unknown 

33 4 62 Maplewood Avenue 62 Maplewood Ave -1386128706 Contributing Same 

33 5 60 Maplewood Avenue 60 Maplewood Ave -453125586 Contributing Same 
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Block Lot Property Name Address Database ID Evaluation Previous 
Status 

33 6 56 Maplewood Avenue 56 Maplewood Ave 829667208 Contributing Same 
33 7 54 Maplewood Avenue 54 Maplewood Ave -499420439 Contributing Non-

contributing 
33 8 52 Maplewood Avenue 52 Maplewood Ave -778982127 Non-contributing Contributing 
33 9 50 Maplewood Avenue 50 Maplewood Ave 1599093028 Non-contributing Contributing 
33 10 48 Maplewood Avenue 48 Maplewood Ave 451971318 Non-contributing Contributing 
33 11 46 Maplewood Avenue 46 Maplewood Ave -959113409 Non-contributing Contributing 
33 12 44 Maplewood Avenue 44 Maplewood Ave -676112339 Contributing Same 
33 14 40 Maplewood Avenue 40 Maplewood Ave 1704674316 Contributing Same 
33 16 36-38 Maplewood 

Avenue 
36-38 Maplewood Ave 1797498727 Non-contributing Same 

33 17 34 Maplewood Avenue 34 Maplewood Ave 1862905438 Non-contributing Same 
33 18 32 Maplewood Avenue 32 Maplewood Ave 2027690631 Contributing Same 
33 19 26 Maplewood Avenue 26 Maplewood Ave -1930636860 Key-contributing Contributing 
33 20 24 Maplewood Avenue 24 Maplewood Ave 167896162 Contributing Unknown 
33 21 22 Maplewood Avenue 22 Maplewood Ave 2068236403 Contributing Same 
33 22 20 Maplewood Avenue 20 Maplewood Ave 2112981193 Contributing Same 
33 23 18 Maplewood Avenue 18 Maplewood Ave 791400122 Contributing Same 
33 24 16 Maplewood Avenue 16 Maplewood Ave 370542619 Non-contributing Contributing 
33 25 14 Maplewood Avenue 14 Maplewood Ave 1768973141 Non-contributing Same 
33 27 10 Maplewood Avenue 10 Maplewood Ave -114872730 Contributing Unknown 
33 28 8 Maplewood Avenue 8 Maplewood Ave 454216687 Contributing Same 
33 30 6 Maplewood Avenue 6 Maplewood Ave -697720150 Contributing Same 
33 31 4 Maplewood Avenue 4 Maplewood Ave -828826183 Contributing Same 
33 32 2 Maplewood Avenue 2 Maplewood Ave 1927180166 Non-contributing Same 
33 33 6 Scott Avenue 6 Scott Ave 854487731 Contributing Unknown 
33 34 4 Scott Avenue 4 Scott Ave -1665729672 Contributing Same 
33 35 2 Scott Avenue 2 Scott Ave 2014839833 Contributing Same 
33 39 William Hillyer House 1 S Main St 1549302042 Contributing Same 
33 40 2 Evans Drive 2 Evans Dr 1827122880 Contributing Key-

contributing 
33 67 30 Maplewood Avenue 30 Maplewood Ave 2090147736 Contributing Unknown 
35 1.01 Ander Van Kirk House 5 S Main St -1949285694 Contributing Same 
35 3 7-9 South Main Street 9 S Main St 910594820 Contributing Same 
35 4 11 South Main Street 11 S Main St 655816565 Contributing Same 
35 5 13 South Main Street 13 S Main St -711156334 Contributing Same 
35 6 Elizabeth Johnson House 15-17 S Main St 697934166 Contributing Same 
35 7.01 Cranbury Inn 21 S Main St 2121572383 Key-contributing Same 
35 8 25 South Main Street 25 S Main St -1357119628 Contributing Same 
35 9 27 South Main Street 27 S Main St 991408148 Non-contributing Contributing 
35 10 29 South Main Street 29 S Main St -773382052 Contributing Same 
35 11 33 South Main Street 33 S Main St -967757615 Contributing Unknown 
35 12 35 South Main Street 35 S Main St -1460589352 Contributing Same 
35 13 3 Station Road 3 Station Rd -75689749 Contributing Same 
35 14 9 Station Road 9 Station Rd 1978604368 Contributing Same 
35 15 11 Station Road 11 Station Rd -1058185731 Non-contributing Contributing 
35 16 15 Station Road 15 Station Rd 2053821306 Contributing Unknown 
38 1 50 South Main Street 50 S Main St -776254772 Contributing Unknown 
38 2 52 South Main Street 52 S Main St -1440934094 Contributing Same 
38 3 54 South Main Street 54 S Main St -1405390774 Contributing Same 
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Block Lot Property Name Address Database ID Evaluation Previous 
Status 

38 4 11 Symmes Court 11 Symmes Ct -841664253 Contributing Unknown 
38 5 7 Symmes Court 7 Symmes Ct -194316516 Contributing Unknown 
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Education

University of Pennsylvania; 
M.S., Historic Preservation; 
P.D., History of Art

Amherst College; B.A., 
French & English

Credentials

36 CFR 61 Federally 
Qualified Principal 
Investigator for Architectural 
History

Affiliations

Philadelphia Historical 
Commission, Commissioner 
and Historian Chair

Philadelphia Chapter, 
DOCOMOMO, Member, 
Board of Directors

Chestnut Hill Historical 
Society, Philadelphia, 
Member, Board of Directors

Relevant Experience

University of Pennsylvania, Alfred Newton Richards Medical Research and Goddard 
Laboratories Buildings – Philadelphia, PA*:  Historic Preservation Consulting, Landscape 
Masterplan, Olin Partners.   Preparation of successful National Historic Landmark 
Nomination. First National Historic Landmark for a project by internationally significant 
architect Louis I. Kahn.

General Motors Technical Center – Warren, MI*:  Project historian and principal author 
for National Historic Landmark Nomination for Eero Saarinen/Thomas Church post-
World War II corporate campus, with Preservation Design Partners, for Michigan State 
Historic Preservation Office. This nomination addressed the site as establishing Saarinen’s 
international reputation independent of his father, and his working method with key 
collaborators, including this corporate client.  

Beth Sholom Synagogue – Elkins Park, PA*:  Grant application author and project manager, 
Constructability Logistics and Magnitude Budget, Synagogue Glazed roof, funded by the 
Heritage Philadelphia Program of the Pew Charitable Trusts (2010-2011);  Project historian 
and owner’s representative, Visitor Center design and construction (2008-2010); Grant 
application author, project historian, and project manager, Getty Foundation Architectural 
Conservation Assessment (2008-2010); Preparation and Presentation of National Historic 
Landmark Nomination (2004-2005).

New York State Pavilion, 1964-5 World’s Fair – New York, NY*:  Preparation of National 
Register of Historic Places Nomination and National Historic Landmark Nomination of 
Philip Johnson landmark for World Monuments Fund.  

Casa Enrico Fermi – Philadelphia, PA*: Section 106 Compliance consultation and 
documentation. Consultant to property owner for HUD-funded alterations and additions to 
1960s Modernist apartment building by architect Oskar Stonorov, including participation 

Dr. Cooperman joined PS&S in 2017 after working closely with the firm as a subcontractor 
in the capacity of Principal Investigator for Architectural History. Dr. Cooperman 
has authored multiple successful National Register and National Historic Landmark 
Nominations for renowned American modern buildings, as well as specialized studies to 
record and preserve mid-century modern landmarks. Her NHL projects include the first 
such designation for a project by the internationally significant architect Louis I. Kahn. The 
unusual combination of the depth of her scholarly training and extensive experience allows 
Dr. Cooperman to work effectively and efficiently in surveys of resources of a broad range 
of dates, types, and geographic locations. She substantially exceeds the federal standards 
for architectural history. Dr. Cooperman’s experience includes all phases of cultural resource 
management regulation compliance, from due diligence studies to mitigation efforts and 
expert testimony. The quality of her work has garnered excellent working relationships with 
regulators in multiple states. Among other experience, Dr. Cooperman previously served 
as the Director of Research for the Architectural Archives of the University of Pennsylvania.

Emily T. Cooperman, MS, PhD
Senior Architectural Historian
Cultural Resources
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Emily T. Cooperman, MS, PhD 
continued

in public meetings and negotiation with interested parties, architects, Philadelphia Historic 
Preservation Commission staff, and HUD officials.   

Confidential Utility Client, Cape May Substation Upgrades – Cape May City, NJ:  Principal 
Investigator for Architectural History, Phase IB and Phase II Cultural Resource Investigations.   

Confidential Utility Client, Lincoln to Union 138kv Line Project – Vineland City and Maurice 
River Township, Cumberland County, NJ:  Principal Investigator for Architectural History, 
Phase IB and Phase II Cultural Resource Investigations. 

Blithewold - Bristol, RI*:  Principal author and investigator for National Historic Landmark 
Nomination for Country Place era estate.   

Fairmount Park – Philadelphia, PA*:  Author for update to large urban park historic district 
to development substantial addition of information to provide the basis for 106 compliance 
for federal projects in the park.  

Preservation Alliance for Greater Philadelphia – Philadelphia, PA*:  Preparation of National 
Register of Historic Places Nomination, Tindley Temple United Methodist Church (2010); 
Preparation of Multiple Property Documentation Form, African American Churches 
of Philadelphia (2010); Historical Research and Designation Training for Partners for 
Sacred Spaces, African-American congregations in Philadelphia (2009); Preparation of 
Statement of Significance, City of Philadelphia Washington Square West Historic District 
(2009); Preparation and Coordination of Thematic and Geographic Historic Context 
Essays, Preservation Plan for Philadelphia Phase I (2008-2010);  Preparation of Inventory 
and Historical Designation Priorities Analysis of Philadelphia Historic African-American 
Church Resources (2008);  Project Manager, Assessment of Existing Information and 
Recommendations for Future Action Report, Historic Districts in Philadelphia.

Temple Adath Israel – Merion, PA*:  Preparation of Historic Resource Impact Study under 
Lower Merion Township zoning code and expert testimony for additions and alterations to 
Pietro Belluschi-designed 1950s synagogue.   

*Work performed prior to joining PS&S
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Education

University of Southern 
Maine: B.A., summa cum 
laude,  Anthropology and 
Geography 

University of Texas, Austin: 
M.A., summa cum laude, 
Anthropology 
Completed coursework 
toward Ph.D. 

Credentials

Registered Professional 
Archaeologist

360 CFR 800 Principal 
Investigator as an 
Archaeologist & Historian

OSHA 40-Hour HAZWOPER 
Certified

Relevant Experience

West Deptford Energy Station, Cultural Resource Investigations – West Deptford, Gloucester 
County, NJ:  This complex, multi-year investigation of several significant and potentially 
significant prehistoric and historic archaeological sites involved a broad spectrum of 
cultural resource management processes and reports, including every conventional 
phase of archaeological and historic architectural investigation. The final phase involved 
monitoring and investigation of two National Register eligible archaeological sites during 
construction and was completed in August of 2013.  Each of PS&S’ several work products 
that have resulted from these efforts has received timely approval from SHPO, and our 
work successfully prevented delays in the construction schedule.

Passaic Valley Sewerage Commission (PVSC) – FEMA Hazard Mitigations:  In response 
to Superstorm Sandy, PVSC, PS&S and FEMA worked toward the design of a floodwall, 
standby power system, and stormwater management system to mitigate against potential 
future flood damage to the PVSC’s Newark plant, the fifth highest capacity sanitary treatment 
works in the United States. FEMA’s involvement necessitated compliance with Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act.  Partly surrounded by historic railroad districts, the 
original historic elements of the PVSC’s Newark facility are, in themselves, elements of an 
historic district important to the history of sanitary engineering and the broad architectural 
movement known as City Beautiful.  PS&S’ cultural resource management team assisted 
designers in the adjustment of the hazard mitigation’s design to minimize impacts on the 
historic district and recharacterized the district to assist in its future management.  PS&S’ 
comprehensive Phase IA study and cultural resource management recommendations, 
completed in support of a FEMA Environmental Assessment were approved by both 
NJHPO and FEMA upon its first round of formal regulatory review.  NJHPO complimented 
the organization, thoughtfulness and comprehensiveness of the report in their review letter.

Feltville Archaeological Project – Berkeley Heights, Union County, NJ*:  Director of several 
academic and regulatory compliance projects conducted at the National Register District of 
Feltville/Glenside Park (1999 - present) within the Olmsted-designed and National Register-
eligible Union County park system. Project has resulted in several academic publications, 
conference presentations and compliance reports. Recent projects have included design 
consultation and archaeological testing for below-ground utility placements and quality 
assurance and archaeological monitoring for the rehabilitation of an historic building. The 
report resulting from the latter study was hailed by SHPO as an important contribution to 
an understanding of the Historic District.

Mr. Tomaso has 29 years of diverse experience as a professional archaeologist, historian 
and cultural resource specialist, in both the regulatory/compliance and academic fields. 
He directs PS&S’s cultural resource management practice and is well-versed in federal, 
regional, state and local regulatory requirements for archaeology, architectural history and 
preservation planning throughout the tri-state region.  Mr. Tomaso’s work has achieved a very 
high rate of concurrence with municipal, state and federal review authorities – saving PS&S 
clients from the costs and time commitments of lengthy cultural resource review processes.  

Matthew S. Tomaso, RPA
Director, Cultural Resources
Environmental Services
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Lakehurst Railroad Shops – Lakehurst, NJ*: Wrote the final report for the largest 
Archaeological Data Recovery project ever conducted under New Jersey Pinelands 
Commission Jurisdiction. The Lakehurst Railroad Shops was a well-preserved railroad 
repair and maintenance yard associated with the early economic development of Ocean 
County.  Work was performed in support of Pinelands construction permitting.

Elizabethtown Gas, Pipeline Replacements:  PS&S is assisting Elizabethtown Gas with 
multiple phases of cultural resource management services for projects involving historic 
districts, historic buildings and archeological sites in Warren and Hunterdon Counties.  
PS&S successfully negotiated a time-sensitive scope of work with SHPO for improvements 
to a section of pipeline within an historic property and worked with the client to avoid 
potential impacts to an historic district. PS&S has also completed three Phase I and two 
Phase II investigations for a total of approximately 17 miles of replacement pipeline and is 
working on additional studies and mitigations. 

*Work performed prior to joining PS&S

Affiliations

Society for American 
Archaeology (SAA)

SAA Awards Committee 
for Excellence in Cultural 
Resource Management

American Cultural Resource 
Association

Archaeological Society of 
New Jersey

Eastern States 
Archaeological Federation

Council for Northeast 
Historic Archaeology

Society for Historical 
Archaeology

Society for Industrial 
Archaeology

Sigma Xi National Science 
Honors Fraternity
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